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I. INTRODUCTION 

This Reply responds to Patent Owner’s Response to the Petition filed May 

16, 2017 (Paper 19). For the reasons below, Petitioner requests the Board to cancel 

challenged claims 1, 2 13, 14, 33, 34, 39, 46, and 48. 

Rather than moving to amend its claims,1 Patent Owner tries to rewrite them 

through argument and claim construction. Patent Owner proposes to construe 

“device-specific security information” as “information that is unique to the storage 

device and used to secure access to the storage device.”  Paper 19 at 7 (emphasis 

added). This construction wrongly reads out the broader term “specific” and 

replaces it with the narrower tem “unique.” See Paper 9, 6-7 (Board finding that 

construction is not necessary); Paper 2 at 11-13 (Petitioner proposing a 

construction consistent with the claim language that does not read “specific” out of 

the claims). Additionally, Patent Owner and its expert improperly attempt to 

import the characteristics of examples of allegedly-unique types of “device-

specific security information” from the specification into the claims. 

                                                 
1 See 77 Fed. Reg. 48764 (Aug. 14, 2012) (“Should the Patent Owner, to 

avoid the prior art, contend that a claim term has a construction different from its 

broadest reasonable interpretation, the appropriate course is for the Patent Owner 

to seek to amend the claim to expressly correspond to its contentions in this 

proceeding.”). 
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